REMARKS 



The Office Action dated April 28, 2005, has been carefully reviewed and 
the present amendment is submitted in response thereto. Claims 9-19 are pending in 
the application. 

The objection to the drawings for failing to include a reference sign for 
dowel pin 149 is respectfully traversed. Dowel pin 149 is correctly labeled in Figure 3 
of the original drawings. At the lower right hand edge of Figure 3, dowel pin 149 is 
shown removed from roller slide 104b in this exploded view. Since pin 149 is already 
labeled in Figure 3, the drawings comply with 37 CFR 1.84 and the objection should 
be withdrawn. 

The rejection of claims 9-19 under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement is respectfully traversed. According 
to the rejection, the "specification fails to clarify the structural or functional 
relationship between the detent assembly and the knob structure." The rejection 
correctly notes that the knob and the notched plate are fixed together and rotate 
together. The further statement in the specification that the "detent assembly is 
magnetically held to the bottom surface of the adjustment knob 108 and the notched 
plate 152 moves directly over the detent assembly" has a clear meaning which is 
consistent with the knob and notched plate being relatively fixed. The conclusion 
made in the rejection that the notched plate is capable of moving relative to both the 
knob and the detent assembly is unwarranted and incorrect. 

As shown in Figures 7A-7C, base 202 is constrained from rotating with 
notched plate 152. Even though the detent assembly is held to the bottom surface of 
the knob (i.e., against the notched plate as shown in Figures 7A-7C), nothing in the 
specification suggests that the detent assembly remains fixed in relation to the notched 
plate or the knob. In fact, it is clear from Figures 7A-7C that the detent assembly does 
move relative to the notched plate even though there is magnetic attraction between 
the detent assembly and the notched plate. As is readily apparent to one skilled in the 
art, the magnetic attraction is overcome to allow base 202 to slide against notched 
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plate 152. Since base 202 is designed to float in the vertical direction on the pump 
tongue, it is held against the notched plate or detent assemble only by the magnetic 
attraction. It is not feasible that the magnetic attraction could prevent the notched 
plate from moving along with the adjustment knob, especially in view of the teachings 
of Figures 7A-7C and the statement in the specification that the notched plate rotates 
with the knob. 

Although a pump tongue is not shown in the drawings, its function of 
allowing vertical movement of the detent assembly and of constraining rotational 
movement is clear from the specification. The pump tongue itself is not claimed. 
Thus, claims 9-19 are properly supported by a written description in conformance with 
35 USC 1 12 and the rejection should be withdrawn. 

The rejection of claims 16-18 under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Garvey, III et al (hereafter Garvey) is respectfully traversed. Claim 16, as amended, 
recites a magnetic detent assembly for generating audible feedback during relative 
movement past a magnetizable structure. At least one magnetically attractable 
member is disposed in a recess in a base member, the recess being elongated between 
a pair of opposite sides formed within the base member. At least one magnet is 
disposed in the base member between the recess and a bottom surface of the base 
member. The magnetically attractable member is movably contained in the recess 
between a top surface of the base member and the magnet. The magnetically 
attractable member strikes at least one of the opposite sides during movement of the 
magnetizable structure past the top surface to generate the audible feedback. 

Garvey fails to teach all the limitations of claim 16. Garvey relates to a test 
cup containing a steel ball and surrounded by electromagnets and sensing coils. 
Rotation of the steel ball is induced in the cup and the resulting position of the ball is 
sensed in order to determine the viscosity of a fluid in the test cup. There is no 
teaching of a magnetically attractable member striking opposite sides of a recess to 
generate audible feedback. MPEP §706.02 states that an invention is anticipated by a 
prior art reference under 35 USC §102 only if the prior art reference teaches every 
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aspect of the claimed invention. Since Garvey lacks any express or implicit teaching 
of the recited features, claims 16-18 are allowable over Garvey. 

The rejection of claim 19 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Garvey is respectfully traversed. Claim 19 is allowable as being dependent on an 
allowable base claim. 

In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, claims 9-19 are now in 
condition for allowance. Favorable action is respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Mark L. Mollon 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Reg. No. 31,123 



Dated: May 19,2005 

MacMillan, Sobanski & Todd, LLC 

One Maritime Plaza, Fourth Floor 

720 Water Street 

Toledo, Ohio 43604 

(734) 542-0900 

(734) 542-9569 (fax) 



-6- 

(SerialNo. 10/627,803) 



